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Abstract

The accurate estimation of software development cost is important to a successful development in
software engineering. This paper presents a software cost estimation method using a support vector
machine. Support vector machine is one of the efficient techniques for classification, and it is the
classification method of input data based on Maximum-Margin Hyperplane. But SVM has the
problem of the selection of optimal parameters, because it is dependent on user’s parameters. This
paper selects optimized SVM parameters using advanced method, and estimates software

development cost. The proposed approach outperform some recent results reported in the literature.

» Keyword : 2ZES0] JHH|2(Software Development Cost), MZE #lE| ofA(Support
Vector Machine), Z[& m2lo|e{(Optimal Parameters))
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